one son and two daughters. All are married and his son has one
son. Anjaneya Sarma executed an unregistered will, bequeathing
all hrs properties in favour of his grand son. Some time thereafter,
Anjaneya Sarma dies. Both the daughters along with their
respective husbands come to the house of their father for the
funeral ceremony. Then they learn that their father executed a
will bequeathing all his properties in favour of his grand son.
Both the sons-in-law of Anjaneya Sarma grew jealous of it and
they searched for the will, traced it and destroyed it. The son of
Anjaneya Sarma saw this and gave a police complaint. Are the
sons-in-law liable for any offence?

Under Section 477, LP.C.. whoever fraudulently or dishonestly
or with intent to cause damage or injury to the public or to any
person, destroys any document which is or purports to be a
will shall be punished with imprisonment for life or with
imprisonment of either description for a term which may
extend to seven years and shall also be liable to fine.

As the two sons-in-law have destroyed the will fraudulently
and dishonestly, they are liable for the offence under Section
477,1.P.C.

346. Balasubramanyam is working as a Village Assistant. He
is in custody of the records pertaining to lands. Somayya filed a
suit for permanent injunction against his neighbour, Gangayya
in respect of two acres of wet land claiming that he is in
possession and enjoyment of that land. In fact, he is not in
possession of the said land and it is his neighbour who is in
possession of the said land and the revenue records also show the
name of the neighbour as a person in actual possession and
enjoyment. Somayya approaches the Village Assistant,
Balasubramanyam and asks him to show his name as a person in
possession of the land in the revenue records and he offers huge
amount for doing that act. Balasubramanyam, accordingly alters
the name of Gangayya by inserting the name of Somayya in the
revenue accounts. Somayya obtains a certified copy of the altered
document and files it in court. Gangayya also files a certified
copy of the same document which was obtained by him prior to
the filing of the suit showing his name as the person in possession.
The court found that the document filed by the plaintiff, Somayya
is not the correct one and the name of the person in possession
is held to have been wrongly altered. Is the Village Assistant
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